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DETAILED ACTION 

Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 
07/14/2008 has been entered. 

Status of Claims 

2. This office action is in response to the amendment filed 07/14/2008 in which 
applicant amends claims 1,9,11,14-15, and 1 9-20. Claims 1-17,1 9-20, and 24-27 are 
pending. 

Claim Objections 

3. Claim 1 is objected to because of the following informalities: The claim recites 
"1) receive an incoming wagers" which is grammatically incorrect. Appropriate 
correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

4. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S. C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

5. Claims 1-17, 19-20, and 24-27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, first paragraph, 
as failing to comply with the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains 
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subject matter which was not described in the specification in such a way as to 
reasonably convey to one skilled in the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the 
application was filed, had possession of the claimed invention. Claims 1, 9, 14, 15, and 
19 each recite the limitation "a product of a wager amount necessary to participate in a 
progressive jackpot, a reciprocal of an odds of winning the progressive jackpot and the 
new percentage of the incoming wager amount to be applied to the progressive jackpot 
is equal for the first and second gaming system". The specification as filed does not 
support this limitation. Claims 2-8, 10-13, 16-17, 20, and 24-27 inherit this deficiency. 
Applicant is advised that corrections to the specification to support the amended claims 
will constitute new matter. Should applicant desire to claim the new feature, a new 
specification in a continuation-in-part application may be necessitated. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

6. The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can 
be found in a prior Office action. 

7. Claims 1-3, 6-12, 14, 19-20, and 24-27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Tracy; Daniel A. (US 51 1 6055 A). 

8. In regards to claims 1 and 24, Tracy discloses a system for managing a 
progressive jackpot including an interface (fig 1, elements 6), and a progressive engine 
for maintaining a progressive game (fig 1, element 3), the progressive management 
device being coupled by the interface to a first gaming system and a second gaming 
system, where the systems have difference progressive parameters (fig 2), the first set 
of parameters including a percentage of a wager amount to be applied to a progressive 
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jackpot (fig 2, % to JP), the progressive management system operable to receive an 
incoming wager where a portion of the incoming wager is to be applied to the 
progressive jackpot (3:1 2-30), determine a percentage of the incoming wager amount to 
be applied to the progressive jackpot such that a product of a wager amount necessary 
to participate in a progressive, the reciprocal of an odds of winning and the percentage 
to be applied to the progressive is equal for the first and second game system based on 
the gaming system associated with the wager amount (2:32-36, 3:57-65 and fig 2 where 
hit frequency is the same as the reciprocal of the odds and along with the bet required is 
constant thus requiring the % to jp to be adjusted to maintain the stated equality) and for 
each wager comparing the odds of winning to a random number to determine whether 
the progressive is won (3:35-38, where the gaming machines determine the outcome for 
each wager based on a random number and notify the progressive controller). Tracy 
does not explicitly disclose that the progressive management device controls the 
generation of numbers to determine winners of the progressive or that a new jackpot 
percentage is determined. However, it would have been an obvious modification to one 
of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention that the outcome generation of the 
local game machines could have been controlled by the central progressive controller in 
order to centralize the game functions, reduce the complexity of the local devices, and 
thereby reduce the maintenance needs and expenses as evidenced by Itkis; Boris (US 
4856787 A). While Tracy is silent as to the frequency of the determination of the 
contribution percentage, it would be obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art that 
the percentage should be updated whenever the game parameters change, such as a 
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change in the hit frequency of a game which would alter the amount contributed to the 
pool per jackpot, in order to maintain the balance of the contribution to the bonus pool 
by each gaming device as set forth in the disclosure of Tracy. 

9. In regards to claim 2, Tracy discloses the management device further comprises 
an analysis engine operable to examine a plurality of gaming systems and progressive 
parameters (fig 1 , element 3) and an integrator operable to integrate progressive games 
having different payout parameters into a single progressive jackpot (fig 1, elements 7). 
Tracy does not disclose that the parts are included in the progressive controller; 
however, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art that the 
functionality of the translators may be incorporated into the progressive controller in 
order to simplify the system and thereby reduce the maintenance required by the 
system since it is immaterial where the software that performs this function resides. 

10. In regards to claim 3, Tracy discloses the management device is coupled through 
a network (fig 1). 

11. In regards to claims 6 and 7, Tracy discloses that the progressive manager 
device provides information on the progressive to the user gaming interface in real time 
(3:22-30, where the display is updated constantly as wagers are placed). 

12. In regards to claim 8, Tracy discloses resetting the value of the progressive when 
a user wins (3:35-41). 

1 3. In regards to claims 9 and 25, Tracy discloses a method for a progressive with 
systems of various parameters comprising initiating a progressive, providing a first 
gaming system with a first set of parameters, a second gaming system with a second 
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set of parameters, receiving wagers, determining the percentage of the wager to apply 
to the progressive jackpot, repeating for the second game machine (figs 2-4 and 2:65- 
3:3); such that a product of a wager amount necessary to participate in a progressive, 
the reciprocal of an odds of winning and the percentage to be applied to the progressive 
is equal for the first and second game system based on the gaming system associated 
with the wager amount (2:32-36, 3:57-65 and fig 2 where hit frequency is the same as 
the reciprocal of the odds and along with the bet required is constant thus requiring the 
% to jp to be adjusted to maintain the stated equality) and for each wager comparing the 
odds of winning to a random number to determine whether the progressive is won 
(3:35-38, where the gaming machines determine the outcome for each wager based on 
a random number and notify the progressive controller). Tracy does not explicitly 
disclose determining a new jackpot contribution percentage; however, it would be 
obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art that the percentage should be updated 
whenever the game parameters change, such as a change in the hit frequency of a 
game which would alter the amount contributed to the pool per jackpot, in order to 
maintain the balance of the contribution to the bonus pool by each gaming device as set 
forth in the disclosure of Tracy. 

14. In regards to claim 10, Tracy discloses analyzing the first and second set of 
progressive parameters (figs 2-4). 

1 5. In regards to claim 1 1 , Tracy discloses a third game system and the balancing of 
the contributions for all three systems (fig 1 , 2:32-36 and 3:57-65). 
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16. In regards to claim 12, Tracy discloses the progressive parameters include game 
odds (figs 2-4, hit frequency). 

17. In regards to claims 14 and 26, Tracy discloses the system of claim 1 above, but 
does not explicitly disclose a gaming server between the progressive controller and the 
game systems. However, the exact arrangement of the gaming network is a matter of 
obvious design choice, well within the abilities of one skilled in the art to implement as 
desired. The exclusion or inclusion of multiple layers of middle managing servers does 
not distinguish over the prior art of Tracy. 

18. In regards to claim 17, Tracy discloses the system of claim 1 above, but does not 
explicitly disclose multiple gaming servers in different enterprises. However, the exact 
arrangement of the gaming network is a matter of obvious design choice, well within the 
abilities of one skilled in the art to implement as desired. The exclusion or inclusion of 
multiple layers of middle managing servers in various locations does not distinguish 
over the prior art of Tracy. 

19. In regards to claims 19 and 27, Tracy discloses a method for determining a 
progressive outcome comprising: receiving data at a progressive management device 
based on an incoming wager on a gaming machine with progressive parameters, a 
percentage of the incoming wager to be applied to the jackpot such that a product of a 
wager amount necessary to participate in a progressive, the reciprocal of an odds of 
winning and the percentage to be applied to the progressive is equal for the first and 
second game system based on the gaming system associated with the wager amount 
(2:32-36, 3:57-65 and fig 2 where hit frequency is the same as the reciprocal of the 
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odds and along with the bet required is constant thus requiring the % to jp to be 
adjusted to maintain the stated equality), incrementing the progressive jackpot using the 
percentage (3:31-34), executing a random calculation using the odds to determine if a 
progressive jackpot is won (3:35-38, where the gaming machines determine the 
outcome for each wager based on a random number and notify the progressive 
controller). Tracy does not explicitly disclose that the progressive management device 
controls the generation of numbers to determine winners of the progressive or that a 
new jackpot percentage is determined. However, it would have been an obvious 
modification to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention that the outcome 
generation of the local game machines could have been controlled by the central 
progressive controller in order to centralize the game functions, reduce the complexity 
of the local devices, and thereby reduce the maintenance needs and expenses as 
evidenced by Itkis; Boris (US 4856787 A). While Tracy is silent as to the frequency of 
the determination of the contribution percentage, it would be obvious to a person of 
ordinary skill in the art that the percentage should be updated whenever the game 
parameters change, such as a change in the hit frequency of a game which would alter 
the amount contributed to the pool per jackpot, in order to maintain the balance of the 
contribution to the bonus pool by each gaming device as set forth in the disclosure of 
Tracy. 

20. In regards to claim 20, Tracy discloses that the percentages are determined 
based on the contributions of other game machines' parameters, which would be from a 
database (figs 2-4 and 4:12-21). 
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21 . Claims 4-5, 13 and 15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Tracy; Daniel A. (US 5116055 A) in view of Torango; Lawrence J. 
(US 6241 608 B1). 

22. In regards to claims 4-5, Tracy discloses the system of claim 1 above but does 
not disclose real time currency conversion. 

23. In related prior art, Torango discloses an international progressive system with 
real time currency conversion (17:22-43). One skilled in the art would recognize the 
advantages of a progressive with a large group of players to support large, frequent 
jackpots and the need to convert different currencies into the local currency. 

24. Therefore it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time of the 
invention to have modified Tracy in view of Torango to have included real time currency 
conversion to enable a much larger player base to support large, frequent jackpots. 

25. In regards to claim 13, Tracy discloses the method of claim 9 above, but does not 
disclose including currency type in the payout parameters. 

26. In related prior art, Torango discloses an international progressive that includes 
currency type in the payout parameters (17:23-31). One skilled in the art would 
recognize the advantages of a multinational progressive to support large, frequent 
payouts and the associated need to convert the prize into the local currency. 

27. Therefore it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time of the 
invention to have modified Tracy in view of Torango to have included currency type in 
the payout parameters in order to provide a multinational progressive that supports 
large, frequent jackpots in the local currency. 
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28. In regards to claim 15, Tracy discloses a method for determining a progressive 
outcome comprising: receiving data at a progressive management device based on an 
incoming wager on a gaming machine with progressive parameters, a percentage of the 
incoming wager to be applied to the jackpot such that a product of a wager amount 
necessary to participate in a progressive, the reciprocal of an odds of winning and the 
percentage to be applied to the progressive is equal for the first and second game 
system based on the gaming system associated with the wager amount (2:32-36, 3:57- 
65 and fig 2 where hit frequency is the same as the reciprocal of the odds and along 
with the bet required is constant thus requiring the % to jp to be adjusted to maintain the 
stated equality), incrementing the progressive jackpot using the percentage (3:31-34), 
executing a random calculation using the odds to determine if a progressive jackpot is 
won (3:35-38, where the gaming machines determine the outcome for each wager 
based on a random number and notify the progressive controller). Tracy does not 
explicitly disclose that the progressive management device controls the generation of 
numbers to determine winners of the progressive or that a new jackpot percentage is 
determined. 

29. However, it would have been an obvious modification to one of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time of invention that the outcome generation of the local game machines 
could have been controlled by the central progressive controller in order to centralize 
the game functions, reduce the complexity of the local devices, and thereby reduce the 
maintenance needs and expenses. While Tracy is silent as to the frequency of the 
determination of the contribution percentage, it would be obvious to a person of ordinary 



Application/Control Number: 10/670,153 Page 1 1 

Art Unit: 3714 

skill in the art that the percentage should be updated whenever the game parameters 
change. Tracy does not explicitly disclose the consideration of currency type with the 
progressive parameters or the conversion of currency types. 

30. In related prior art, Torango discloses one or more gaming systems seeking 
participation in a jackpot, analyzing the game systems' characteristics, converting 
currency, changing the jackpot contributions to make total contributions equal (12:66- 
14:20) and further identifies a source of wager amounts, determines the value to add to 
the jackpot and adds that value to the jackpot (17:14-43). One skilled in the art would 
recognize the advantages of a multinational progressive in terms of increasing the 
available player based to support large, frequent progressive jackpots and the 
associated need to handle currency conversion to provide payouts in the local currency. 

31 . Therefore it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time of the 
invention to have modified Tracy in view of Torango to have included currency type in 
the payout parameters in order to provide a multinational progressive that supports 
large, frequent jackpots in the local currency. 

Response to Arguments 

32. Applicant's arguments with respect to all claims have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

33. Applicant is advised that all claims should be labeled with the proper status of the 
claims in each amendment. Claim 20 is mislabeled in the present amendment, but is 
assumed to be intended as Currently Amended. 
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34. It is further noted that applicant's arguments directed to the adjustment of the 
jackpot percentage being adjusted on a wager-by-wager basis are not pertinent as the 
limitation is not explicitly claimed. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to DAVID W. DUFFY whose telephone number is 
(571)272-1574. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 0830-1700. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Xuan M. Thai can be reached on (571) 272-7147. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
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Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

ID. W. D.I 

Examiner, Art Unit 3714 



/Corbett Coburn/ 
Primary Examiner 
AU 3714 



